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ABSTRACT 



This thesis examines the implications for nuclear deterrence between the 
United States and the Soviet Union brought about by the dramatic changes in the 
strategic environment during the 1980s. Specifically, it examines the potential for 
a new criteria of deterrence at significantly lower levels of strategic weapons. The 
analysis indicates that a targeting strategy which emphasizes economic and 
industrial facilities will deter the Soviet Union. This targeting strategy allows for 
a reduction to 1500 strategic weapons while maintaining the robustness of nuclear 
deterrence between the United States and the Soviet Union. Using as its criteria 
arms race stability, breakout stability, crisis stability, verification, predictability, 
consequences of war, and the security of friends and allies, this thesis concludes 
that a force structure comprised of the Trident D-5 Submarine-launched ballistic 
missile and the B-2 bomber best ensures deterrence both against the Soviet Union 
and any other nuclear power regardless of changes in their political or ideological 
orientation. To provide maximum flexibility while negotiating the agreement and 
to hedge against a breakdown in U.S./Soviet relations prior to implementation, the 
thesis recommends a modernization program for U.S. strategic forces including 
funding for the restructured Strategic Defense Initiative which is now named 
Global Protection Against Limited Strikes. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 



The National Security Strategy of the United States is designed to fulfill the 
following four broad interests and objectives: 

• The survival of the United States as a free and independent nation, with its 
fundamental values intact and its institutions and people secure. 

• A healthy and growing U.S. economy to ensure opportunity for individual 
prosperity and a resource base for national endeavors at home and abroad. 

• A stable and secure world, fostering political freedom, human rights, and 
democratic institutions. 

• Healthy, cooperative and politically vigorous relations with allies and 
friendly nations. 1 

Of crucial importance is the first-the survival and freedom of the United States. If 
the United States is destroyed or subjugated by another nation, the remaining 
three interests and objectives are meaningless. 

For the past 40 years the United States has relied on a strategy of nuclear 
deterrence to ensure its freedom and survival. By the mid to late 1960s the 
political leadership acknowledged that nuclear deterrence was not enhanced by 
ever growing numbers of strategic nuclear weapons. 2 While total nuclear 
disarmament was viewed as an unfeasible utopia, the control of strategic weapons 



1 National Security Strategy of the United States (Washington, D.C.: The White House, March 
1990), pp. 2 and 3. 

2 Alain C. Enthoven and K. Wayne Smith, How Much is Enough? Shaping the Defense 
Programs , 1961-1969 (New York: Harper and Row, 1971), p. 207 and Michael Krepon, "Has Arms 
Control Worked?” Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists , May 1989, p. 28. Hereafter, the term strategic 
weapons is used for either strategic nuclear weapons or warheads. 
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